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CIA Sources g ‘ - . _ P

The Revlew Board established guudehnes, during its December 1996 meeting, for.
handling CIA source issues and applied those guidelines at the January 1997 meetlng

- These gwdelmes directed the protection of names and identifying information of CIA_
sources in cases where the identity of the source is of low public Interest or Is penpheral
to the JFK assassination. The Board's decision was based on two factors: the concemn
that since CIA sources generally live outside the United States, they could risk haim If
their identities were revealed. Moreover, many of the sources referenced in CIA
records appear infrequently and are of relatively low public interest. Therefore, In
records where the identity of the source is of importance for understandmdﬁ'ae -
assassination, the CIA will be required to provide additional evidence to support the’
protection of the source's Identity.® In cases where the identify of the source is
peripheral to the assassination story, the information will be postponed until 2017.

FBI Natlonal _Security Assets
FBI national security assets should be treated in the same manner as CIA sources.
FBl Informanis

Informant issues represent the largest category of postponements In the FBl's
Segregated Collection, as they do in the “core” FBI assassination files. They also
provide the greatest opportunity for streamlining the review process. Currently, there
are ten members of the Bureau’s JFK Task Force who are responsible for researchmg
individual informants in response to evidence requests from the Review Board.* They
retrieve and review the Informants’ files and attempt, thrOugh DMV, Social Security, and
other database searches, to determine if the informant is alive. Under current Review
Board standards for “core” files, this work is necessary to provide evidence to support
redacting the informant’s name, regardiess of whether the informant provided
information. Removing the requirement of proving whether informants are alive in the
Segregated Collections would free up significant resources that could be deployed to
reviewing unprocessed HSCA subject fnles '

The new approach to HSCA subjects is to protect informant-idéntifying information,

3An example would be the case of John Scelso (pseud.). The Board found that
his identity is relevant to the assassination story and CIA offered evidence of a
continuing need to protect the ldentlty In this case, “Scelso” documents would
continue to be scheduled for release in five years.

*Six work full-time on informant evidence, four devote about half theirl time to
informant evidence.
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without requiring the Bureau to make a showing that the informant is alive. This~”
protection would extend to individuals characterized as symbol-number informants,
“PSls,” “PCls,” “established sources,” “panel sources,” and the like — designations that
indicate an ongoing relationship with the FBI. It would not extend to individuals who
requested that theiridentity be protected in an isolated contact with the FBl orto locgl
and state law enforcement officers. ,

The. “informant-udentﬂying information” to be protected would include the customéry
(Le., informant-specific) portions of informant symbol numbers and file numbers,
Informant names, and ~ at least potentially - descriptions of, and informaﬂon recelved
from, the informant. How much, if any, of the latter type of information shduld’ be

redacted would be the principal focus of staff-level discussions with the FBL. The staffs
‘principal goal in this process, with regard to each Informant, would be to release as -

much information that is relevant to understanding the assassination as possible. In
discussions with the FBI, the staff would be prepared, if necessary, to concede
redaction of informant-identifying information that is unrelated to the assassination in
order to ensure that more pertinent mfon'natlon is reledsed.®

The presumption will be that informant’s identity will be released if the informant

- provides “positive” information about an assassination-related issue. To overcome this |
_presumption of release for informants with “positive” information, the FBI would need to.
- make a particularized showing that the identifylng information should not be released.

To the extent that an informant’s |dent|ty is protected it will be postponed until 2017,

CIA Employee Name Poatp0nements

Over the past year the CIA has addressed the employee name |ss® and has released

some names that it had previousiy asked the Board to postpone. But.during that time
the list of names has grown to a size that had not been imagined at the time the work
began. To date, the Review Board staff has identified in the JFK Collection over 650

" names of CIA employees. These names appear in more than 1000 documents already

reviewed by the Board and numerous additional records that have not yst been
processed. While some of these employee names are important to the assassination

" story, many appear onlya few times in the entire JFK Collection and seem to add little,

if any, important information.

Sin HSCA subjects, there typically will not be information about Ruby, Oswald or
the assassination itself. However, in a file on, for example, Sam Giancana, there may
be informant reports on Giancana's support of anti-Castro activities, and reports from
the same informant on day-to-day numbers operations in the Chicago area. The staff
would set a higher priority on release of the former reports than on the latter.

@oos
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ClA's argument to protect employee names emphasizes a number of pomts First,
since many employees are “under cover,” the maintenance of that cover is critical to
gathering intelligence. CIA argues that identification of a name can Identify the cover
provider and jeopardize operations. Second, although the majority of names are of

retired CIA employees, CIA has a confidentiality agreement with them and many do not

- want their past Agency affiliation released. The argument here is that release may ™"

jeopardize business relationships or personal safety. Such-arguments have already
been presented to the Board. Their.merit can only be determined on a case-by-case
basis. However, due to'the volume of names in the JFK Collection, the individual
review and evaluation of each case would delay significantly the review of documents
and ultimately lead to less total lnformation becoming available to the publlc"'

CIA has proposed and the Review Board agrees, that CIA employee names be treated
in a manner similar to that applied to Source names: to postpone until 2017 those
employee names that are of low public interest or are of peripheral interest to the
assassination. It will be presumed that employee names will be released if their
identities are important to the assassination story unless the CIA is able to provide
specific information of a potential harm of release. (CIA acknowledges the presumption
of release unless specific evidence Is provided to the Review Board that harm to-
national security or to personal safety would result from the release of the employee
name.).

FBI “Forelgn Counterintelligence” Postponements

It is presumed that the FBI will, at least partlally, carmy over its post-appeal standards for
disclosing “FCI" activities targeting Communist-bloc nations, To the extent that the
HSCA subjects reflect “FCI* activities against other natlons that have not been
addressed by the Review Board in the “core” files, the FBI will be allowed to redact
direct discussion of such activities, unless the information In the proposed redaction
meaningfully contributes to the understanding of the assassination. -

FBl and ClIA Foreign Llaison Postponements

The criteria for these postponements would not, in the abstract depart significantly from
the Review Board's current approach of releasing information received through liaison
channels, while protecting direct acknowledgment of the source of the information. In
practice, however, the staff would be more flexible in protecting text that implies,
although may not unambtguously state, that a foreign govemmient is the source of
particular information. Nevertheless, the more significant the information is to any
assassination-related issue, the more information would be released under these
guidslines.
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Over the past two years the Rewew Board has established other guidelines that w:ll
continue to guide the review process, some of which will be outlined here. For CIA™

stations, all locations related to the Mexico City story will be released during the penod?‘-:’- :
1960-69. Outside of that window, they will be released on a case-by-case basis should

the identity of the station be critical to understanding the assassination. Other stations,
except for those identified as particularly sensitive, will be released from the beginning
of the Kennedy administration until the publication of the Warren Commisslon report,
(i.e., January 1, 1961 to October 1, 1964). Outside of these windows, stations will be
postponed Cable prefixes, dispatch prefixes, and field report prefixes would be _*

‘postponed or released according to the same windows as the stations to which they\ '

refer. CIA job titles also are redacted or opened along with the station at which the
officer served.

Crypts would be released along lines similar to other Information. All LY crypts, except
those considered particularly sensitive would be released through October 1, 1964, as
are "AM" crypts and U.S. govemment crypts. In other aréas, only the digraph is
protected. Agalin, the exception is sensitive crypts, which would be protected in their
entirety. After October 1, 1964, the presumption shifts towards protection of the crypts,
except those that provide meaningful information about the assassination story. (For
example, crypts pertinent to Garrison-era documents would likely carry the same

‘presumption of release as those generated during the Warren Commission.)

" Survelliance methods will be released if the nature of the surveillance has a material

bearing on information related to the assassination unless CIA provides evidence
demonstrating the political or operational sensitivity, in which case the informatlon will
be released ln 2017. _ '

e:\arrb\regs\eview.wpd
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September 16, 1997

To: " Review Board
" From: T. IeremyG' 1

Subjgc& Proposed ARRB Timefabld/fo\Réview of ' " , o

+ L Background . o

The CIA Team has developed a preliminary timetable that we hope will provide a -k
reasonable framework for completing our review of CIA’s assassination records by - E
August 1,1998.! We are creaﬁng this timetable for three purposes: :

First, to establish our own working target dates to measure Review Board progress
against the mandatory deadline established by the JFK Act.

Second, to provide CIA with our best assessment of the order and scope of our review _
go that it can make its own internal judgments on the proper allocation of its resources.
We provided CIA prior drafts of this memo and solicited its specific advice and
suggestlons for better ways to accomplish our goals. [We have not asked CIA to
“agree”to these deadlines, but we have encouraged it to provide alternative
suggestions on how best to meet the August 1. deadline.] :

Third, to solicit the Review Board'’s advice regarding “enforcement” of these (or other)
targets. Although we surely hope that both the ARRB staff and CIA will be able to meet
the targets, and although we certainly plan to make all reasonable accommodations for
problems that no doubt will arise, we nevertheless anticipate that it is possible that CIA
might not be able to keep to these timetables. Thus, we anticipate that there may well
be times when blocks of records scheduled for Board review will not have been fully
processed by CIA. It is our judgment that, in keeping with our commitment to
Congress and to the goals of the JFK Act, we may need to have the Board act on groups
of records for which CIA has not completed its initial review. At the risk of over-
repetition, the ARRB staff secks to be as reasonable and accommodating as it can on
timetables, provided that any proposed changes are consistent with our obligation to
complete the task. We realize that this review may have resource-allocation

- 1By establishing this target date, we will provide ou:selvés witha twwnionth
cushion to handle possible appeals and miscellaneous issues that doubtless will arise.
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.consequences for CIA and we

expect to refine this tunetable both to mimmlze the < .

onschedule. Is the Board prepared to make decisions on records 1f CIA has not
completed us review and to enforce those dec:sions? '

IL Issues applying to  all CIA record groups T "' -

" Records to be opened-in-full | | i 3
Durmg the course of CIA's review, it frequently identifies recordg that,xs it
is prepared to open in full without Board action. AlthSugh thereisa~
benefit in promptly forwarding such records to NARA, it is less expensxve
for CIA to process these records during the summer months.

* Accordingly, we are prepared to agree with CIA that it may delay.
processing such records, provided that all such processing of open-in—full
* records will be completed by August 30, 1998

R SR AL S T e

Duphcates .
CIA will continue to identify duplicates and may process them after all
other documents have been reviewed and transferred to NARA. If the ,
ARRB is shown that any given record isa duplicate, CIA need not -
complete the processing before September 30, 1998. o :

A -

.
R L e L

III. CIA Record Groups

A. Oswald 201 File (17 boxes)
- current status:

review completed (witha few minor exceptions) .

B. CIA Sequeateted Collection

e

1. “The 63 boxes”
- current status:
The ARRB staff has completed a survey of the 63 boxes (on the
folder level) and has assigned each folder a relevance priority on a
1 to 4 scale. CIA has completed its declassification review of
roughly 66% of the priority 1 folders.

e

The ARRB Staff has completed its own review of approximately

50% of the priority 1 records and those records have been (or
shortly w111) be voted on by the Board.

v PR P PERRY, T e
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- target dates:
Compleuon of final review of 63 boxes by ]’anuary 31 1998

- time hne: :
- 9/30/97  box 40 (priority 1)
 10/31/97 box 48 (priority 1)
11/30/97 box 56 (priority 1)
12/31/97: box 63 (priority 1)
1/31/98  all priority 2,3 and 4

2 HSCA Staff notes (ongmally interfiled in the 63 boxes)
- -status:

Record Identification Forms prepared for all documemts CIA
review is 80% complete. ARRB staff completes its revxew shortly
after recewmg records from CITA.

- target dates:
Complete Board votmg by November 18, 1997

3. Microfilm (72 boxes)
- -current status:

CIA identified approximately 33% of these records as NBR. ARRB

staff has reviewed all CIA NBR designations, and has identified
additional records that should be revnewed by the Board.

The ARRB Staff will discuss with the CIA the preparation of Record
Identification Forms (RIFs or “IDEN aids” in CIA terminology) and
devebp aplan d'tatwﬂlbest facilimte review.

- target dates: '
- CIA begins review by November 1, 1997 and completes review by
July 1,1998. ‘

Complete Board determinations By July 31,1998,

*The ARRB staff has.no ob;ecuon to the records being identified entirely on the
folder level provided that all records in the folder are open-in-full. If there are records -
in which the CIA is requesting redactions, those records must be identified

individually. The remainder of open-in-full records may still be identified with one RIF

as being the contents of the same folder.

N

AN X

enpets it o Ty R L
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- tentative tlme line:

+11/30/97 .. ”boxes 1—6 ; : -
12/31/97 “boxes 713 .
1/31/98  boxes 14-19 : N

3/31/98  boxes 26-31 & 4445

- (Boxes 32-43 contain LHO's 201 file, which will -

be treated as aspeclalcase)
4/30/98 boxesd651 - - |
5/31/98  boxes52-62 . et N L
| 6/30/98  boxes6372 . SRR T

4. Microﬁlm copy of Oswald 201 (appronmabely 12 boxes) v
- issue:
The vast majority (if riot all) Oswald Microfilm records are .
duplicates of records the Board has already reviewed under the JFK
- Act. To the extent that the records previously have been reviewed,
there is little value in re-reviewing the records. The ARRB staff will
. survey the Microfilm 201 in an effort to identify any additional
" records that have not already been acted upon by the Board. All- -
“records not previously acted upon by the Board willbeso -
designated; a RIF will be prepared, and they will be sent for Board
action. The remaining Microfilm 201 will be transferred to the JFK
Collection at NARA and opened in full i in2017.

- status:

Staff has completed its initial survey and has thus far dentified no
. records mthe201 Maoﬁlm&tatarenotalreadyintheIFK
ek Collectton. ,

C. "Wotkmg Files” (mcludmg "Russ Holmes" papers, etc.)
- status:
No Record Identification Forms have been prepared. ARRB staff
has conducted a general survey.

- target dates
- Work to commence by CIA on October 1, 1997. CIA should
" prepare Record Identification Forms for all records by January 1,

1998. Completion of review and Board determinations by March
31,1998 | |

2/28/98  boxes20-25 T T e

R P S

-
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The workmg files”isa group of records that was assembled'a
CIA by Russ Holmes.. Although he was not'asked formally by C
to create this separate records group, he did so in otder to facxhbate
his work and, perhaps, to satisfy his own curosity. The group -
. contains many original records (copies of some of whichare =~
already in the collection) and it includes some records of which we
. are aware of no other copies. It is the best-organized collection of -
- '~ assassination records held by CIA. Its value as a referenoé;toohs |
' greatest as a collection. Therefore, though the file contains many
- duplicates of records found in the JFK collectwn, the ARRB staff
- recommends that it be preserved as a singlé group. Duplicates and
open-in-full documents should be treated in the same manneras
they are in the rest of the JFK Collection.” As with the microfilm
- from the Sequestered Collection, the ARRB staff has no objection to
the records being identified on the folder level provided that all
records in the folder are open-in-full. . If there are records in'which
CIA is requesting redactions, those records must be identified
individually. The remainder of open in full records may still be
1denhﬁed with one RIF as Bemg the contents of the same folder.

D. Adchtxonal Recotds
-status:
Research, requests, and negotlaﬁons continue to 1demt1fy and
- include addmonal CIA records for the JFK collection.

T i et

Oswald Office of Security File. As a result of an ARRB staff request
for additional information and records, CIA located portions ofa
previously undisclosed Office of Security file on Lee Harvey - -
- Oswald. This seven-volume file, of which six parts have been

 located, contains two volumes of press clippings, third agency |
material on Oswald, a copy of Oswald’s address book, and Marina : j |
Oswald’s INS file. In the upcoming. months CIA will begm to -
review and process these materials.

- time line:
Completion by July 31, 1998.

Contmue current efforts S
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E. Referrals

1 HSCA referrals (Numbered ﬁles, Secunty Class:ﬁed TesﬁmOny, ebc.) .

~-status:
most of these records have been 1 revxewed The database suggats
thata percentage of them has shpped through the cracks, - B

- target date: . E | | :_:
Complehe Congressmnal records to be reviewed by March 31 1998

- strategy: - e
Continue to clarify

the status of records Revmw any remaming
records.

| 2. Other referrals (FBL, Church Committee, LBJ Library, JEK Library, etc.)
I - status and strategy:

Records will be coordinated and reviewed ona case by case basts. ,

4207 o : | -

£

S e A

TREPERVIST
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12 July 1996

David George Marwell 12/31/51

Executive Director
Michelle Marie Seguin 1/12/69
Robert John Skwirot 7/28/56

Manuel Espiritu Legaspi 8/04/68
Mary Sperling McAuliffe  9/25/43
Christopher Meade Barger 6/25/68

Thomas Jeremy Gunn . 8/25/52

Legal_Counsel

- 32
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SECRET

15 May 1995

FOR: David Marwell
Executive Director, ARRB

FROM: .John Pereira
‘ CIA/Hlstorlcal Review Group

SUBJECT: Mexico Clty/Sen51t1ve Information

The Directorate of Operations prepared the attached
statement to assist the Assassination Records Review Board.
The statement explains the sen31t1v1ty of the records:
related to telephone tap operations in Mexico City. This
may help provide a perspectlve for further discussions on

-the subject.
% A
Y et -

John Pereira

Attachment

SECRET
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. SECRET™

SUBJECT: Release of Information on Mexico City Teltaps

1. Protection of sources and methods J
require that references to the Mexico City Station teltap
activity be excised from any documents released under the
auspices of the JFK Assassination Record Collection Act of 1992.
While the teltap activity mentioned in the documents under review
occurred some thirty plus years ago, |

] e e

2. Release of any lnformatlon that would constitute

official USG acknowledgment of the existence of the | ¥
operation would have a serious adverse impact on current —
operations.

given Mexlco's strong brand of nationalism and
sensitivify towards the issue of sovereignty vis a vis the United
tates. |

[in~or r

to be able to defend itself against domestic critics.

SECRET
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Ahmed, Sarah - 2607
¢ . " Combs, Michelle - 262
.. - .+~ Denk, Laura 265

. DiFrisco, Jessica - 258
Fagnant, Marie s 230
Fletcher, Carrie S 247
Goslee, Jim - 259
Gunn, Jeremy = - 226/267
Haron, Ron - 239
Horne; Doug - 245
Legaspi, Manuel 261
Marr, Irene . 243
Mays, Christina - 255
Olson, Jerrie , 254
Reddy, Sydney : . 246
Rhodes, Chet ' 240
Rockwell, Benjamin 242 S
Rodriguez, Cathy 238 P
Samoluk, Tom = . 227 V-ma1
Shycoff, Tracy ' 233
Skwirot, Robert 268
Spells, Janice 221
Sullivan, Eileen - 253
Tiernan, Kevin , 264
Voth, Peter 256
Zimmerman, Joan 263
Kitchen . ‘ 223
Board Room 236
SCIF 241
Guest Phone 225

Juelich, Rochelle (Intern) 224
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Legaspi, Manuel Espiritu
Marr, Irene Frances
Marwell, David George

+ Rosen, Brian Eliot

Skwirot, Robert John
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‘Assassination Records Review Board Staff
' October 1, 1987
: Gunn ,
' Executive Diractor
' Samoluk
" Deputy Director
Shycof! Haron -
Assoclate Director | | | Assoclate
~ Adminlsiration v . Gen.eraICounso!
Administration _ Herd
Rhodes, Senlor Attorney.
Olson, Rodriguez, I {pending)
Mays, Spelis
Presidential Librarles < Sullivan 1
) NARA- | | | . Press and Public
) . Affalrs Officer
- 1 I ]
 Home . Combs , - Skwlrot . Denk
Military Team Loader Speclal Assistant - . ClA Coordinalor FBI Team Loader
- ; Ressarch and Review ‘ Tloman
. - , Senlor Analyst
N NSA sss . e I ~ | -
Goslae i .Y : DiFrisco, Legaspl, - Ahmed, Fagnant,
Legaspl 1 Zimmerman
1 Senlor Analyst Marr, Rockwell, Flotchqg.\'ﬂoddy
) : Voth R \
State - WCMHSCA S .
Marr | | Zimmerman , : .
"Senlor Analyst . Solid Iine equals reporting relationship,; .
Dotied line equals concurring relationskip.

Chureh, S$SCI,
PFIAB, NSC,
Congressional,
Postal Servics
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Assassination Records Review Board
600 E Street NW - 2nd Floor - Washington, DC 20530
(202) 724-0088 « Fax: (202) 7240457

THE ASSASSINATION RECORDS
REVIEW BOARD

""All Government records concerning the assassination of President John F. Kennedy

should carry a presumption of immediate disclosure."
The President John F. Kennedy Assassination Records Collection Act of 1992
Public Law 102-526, October 26, 1992 ,

Introduction to the Assassination Records Review Board": . - i

'The Assassination Records Review Board is an independent federal agency created to oversee thg

identification and release of records related to the assassination of President John F. Kennedy.

The Review Board was established by The President John F. Kennedy Assassination Records

Collection Act of 1992 (PL 102-526), and was signed into law by President George Bush. The
five members of the Board were appointed by President Clmton confirmed by the United States
Senate, and sworn in on April 11, 1994.

The law gives the Assassination Records Review Board the mandate and the authority to
identify, secure, and make available all records related to the assassination of President Kennedy.

The Board has until September 30, 1998 to fulfill its mandate.

The Review Board Members |
The Review Board consists of the following members:

1. The Honorable John R. Tunhelm Chair; United States District Court J udgc District of
Minnesota. .

2. Dr. Henry E. Graff; Professor Emeritus of History at Columbia University.

3. Dr. Kermit L. Hall; Dean,_ College of Humanities, and Professor
of History and Law at The Ohio State University.

4. Dr. William L. Joyce; Associate University Librarian
for Rare Books and Special Collections at Princeton University.

5. Dr. Anna K. Nelson; Distinguished Adjunct Historian in Residence at The American

- University.

Boaro Memsers: John R. Tunheim, Chair - Henry F. Graff - Kermit L. Hall - William L. Joyce - Anna K. Nelson
Execuvive Direcvor: David G. Marwell
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National Archives and Records Administration (NARA).

N

The Law .
The President John F. Kennedy Assassmatxon Records Collecuon Act was enacted by the-
Congress and signed into law by President George Bush on October 26, 1992. The law states
“All Government records concerning the assassination of Presndent John F. Kennedy should carry
a presumption of munedlate disclosure." "

The law mandates that all assassination-related materials be housed in a'single collection in the

”

The Act defines five categories of information for which disclosure may be postponed, including
national security, intelligence gathering, and privacy -- provided there is “clear ene}ﬁpqyincing
evidence" of some harm which outweighs public disclosure. v Ty
The law requires all federal agencies to make an initial assessment of whether they possess
records relating to the assassination. The agencies themselves will conduct an initial review to
determine whether their records may be disclosed immediately or whether disclosure should be
postponed. The agencies must then give all records that are not disclosed to the Review Board.

‘The Review Board will then evaluate all agency decisions to postpone the release of records.

Once the Board completes its review of an agency's recommendation for postponement, all
records, including those that have a postponed release date, will be transferred to NARA. The
Act requires that all assassination records must be opened by 2017, thh the exception of records
certified for continued postponement by the President. »

Author’itv of the AsSassination Records Review Board

‘The Senate report of The President John F. Kennedy Assassination Records Collection Act of
1992 stated that " the underlying principles guiding the legislation are independence, public

confidence, efficiency and costeffectiveness.” In order to achieve these objectives, the Act gave
the Board the specific powers to: ‘ :

* direct government offices to provide identification aids and organize assassination records;
* direct government offices to transmit assassination records to the National Archives;
* obtain assassination records that' have been identified and organized by a Government office;

* direct government offices to investigate the facts, addmonal mformatxon records, or testimony -
from individuals which the Board has reason to believe is requxred

* request the Attorney General to subpoena private persons to compel testimony, records, and
other relevant information; '

* require any Government office to account in writing for the destruction of any records relating
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to the assassination of President Kenncdy;

* receive information from the public rcgardmg thc 1dent1ﬁcatxon and public disclosure of
assassmatnon records; and :

* hold hearings, administcr oaths, and subpoena witnesses and documents.

Background and Need for the Law :
On November 22, 1963, President John F. Kennedy was assassinated while traveling in a
motorcade in Dallas, Texas. His tragic death, and the subsequent murder of Lee Harvey Qswald,
the President's alleged assassin, led to the creation of The Warren Comrmssmn seven days after
the assassmatlon - : : .

-

f"‘” _‘""‘
Axmd continuing public doubts that all of the facts surrounding the assaSSmatmn had not Corie to

light, the House of Representatives established the House Select Commmce on Assassinations in
1976 to reopen the investigation.

In addition to these two major federal investigations devoted to the investigation of the
assassination of President Kennedy, three other federal investigatory bodies have dealt with the
assassination to some degree. President Ford created The Rockefeller Commission in 1975 to
investigate Central Intelligence Agency activities within the United States. Part of the
Commission's efforts related to the Kennedy assassination. Alsoin 1975, Congress created the
Senate Select Committee to Study Governmental Operations with Respect to Intelligence
Activities (the Church Committee) and the House Select Committee on Intelligence (the Pike
Committee). Some of the work of these committees was related to the assassination.

Despite these official investigations and with private researchers continuing their efforts, the
public was not satisfied that all of their questions about the assassination of President Kennedy
had been answered. The result was the passage of The President John F. Kennedy Assassination
Records Collection Act of 1992 which included the creation of the Assassmanon Records
Review Board.

Contacting the Assassination Records Review Board
The President John F. Kennedy Assassination Records Collection Act of 1992 provides that the
Review Board has the authority to "receive information from the public regarding the

_identification and public disclosure of assassination records."

If you have relevant information regarding records relating to the assassination of President John
F. Kennedy, or would like to learn more about the Board, please contact us at:

The Assassination Records Review Board
600 E Street, N.W., Second Floor
Washington, D.C. 20530
Telephone: (202) 724-0088; Fax: (202) 724-0457



